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To  the  AUTHOR  of 


Letter  to  a  Young  Lady. 


WHEN  I  was  reading  the  firft  paragraphs 
of  your  letter,  I  hoped  to  find  it  contain 
feme  excellent  inftruitions  for  the  Lady's  con¬ 
duit  in  1  ife :  and  though  by  your  own  account 
of  her,  {lie  did  not  ftand  in  need  of  your  advice, 
I  hoped  thefe  In  {fruitions  might  be  very  uferri 
to  others  in  the  fame  fituation  ;  but  to  my  grea 
difappointment,  I  found  it  contain  little  mote 
than  ungenerous  declamation  againft,  and  fade 
reprefencation  of  MeJti- mid  wives. 

I  readily  believe  you  do  not  dread  any  reproof  , 
and  that  You  who  deal  fo  largely  in  calumny 
and  hander,  and  who  have  put  truth  far  from 
you?  will  bid  defiance  to  every  remonftrance  •. 

A  a  but 


[4] 

but  1  doubt  not  to  be  able  to  convince  ever}/”  other 
perfon  ;  yes,  to  convince  yourfelf,  if  you  have 
the  leaft  ingenuity,  (  though  I  do  not  expedfc 
you  will  own  it)  that  you  have  given  a  very 
difhonefi:  reprefentation  of  Mcn-midwives. 

You  fay  page  3  that  it  is  the  prefent  mode 
to  be  vifited  by  a  Man-midwife  in  the  fifth 
month  of  pregnancy;  and  that  as  a  Midwife, 

*  he  takes  fuch  liberties  with  her  as  are  contrary 
«  to  decency ;  and  that  when  this  vifit  has  been 

*  effediually  made,  the  wife  finks  irrecoverably 
c  many  degrees  in  the  efteem  of  her  hufband.’ 

Who  thefe  Men-mid wives  are  you  have  not, 
and  therefore  I  believe  could  not  tell  me;  and 
you,  out  of  great  regard  to  modefty  I  fuppofe, 
leave  the  world  to  guefs  at  what  you  mean  by 
the  vifit  effectually  made.  I  have  been  a  praCti- 
tioner  20  Years,  and  have  never  known,  or  even 
heard  of  any  Gentleman  who  made  fuch  imper¬ 
tinent  vifits,  or  took  fuch  indecent  liberties  ;  nor 
do  I  believe  there  is  more  truth  in  this  account 
of  yours,  than  in  your  declaration,  that  Nature 
does  not  err  once  in  ten  thoufand  cafes  *  ;  nor 

*  Dr.  Smellie  fuppofes  there  are  feven  preternatu¬ 
ral  cafes  in  a  thoufand,  and  I  believe  there  are  more ; 
but  it  requires  as  great  Ikill  and  judgement  to  manage 
many  laborious  and  Hooding  cafes,  and  more  women 
and  children  are  loft  in  thefe,  becaufe  the  midwife  will 
frequently  not  call  better  aftiftance  foon  enough, 

in 


In  the  bold  affirmation  you  make  page  5,  that 
fewer  women  and  children  were  loft  in  the  days 
of  decency,  when  Women  Mid-wives  were  the 
only  pradtitioners,  than  in  thele  days  of  the  high- 
eft  indelicacy  It  may  be  proper  here  to  fay, 
every  body  knows  the  falfity  of  your  aftertion, 
page  1 7,  where  you  fay,  4  all  the  poorer  fort  in 
4  the  country,  have  only  the  afnftance  of  their 
4  neighbours  on  fuch  occafions  as  this,  and  yet 
4  they  never  fail,’  fince  they  are  frequently  obliged 
to  call  for  the  affiftance  of  the  men,  and  it  is  to 
be  feared  are  fometimes  loft  for  want  of  it.  In 
the  fame  page  you  fay,  4  when  men  were  never 
4  admitted  into  the  Hotel  Dieu  at  Paris,  no  one 
4  out  of  many  thoufand  patients  died  of  child— 
4  birth  there’  the  truth  of  which  may  be  juftly 
queftion’d  ;  indeed  it  is  fcarcely  probable  there 
ever  was  fuch  a  time  as  you  mention  ;  and  it  is 
certain  it  has  been  under  the  direction  of  men- 
midwives  upwards  of  a  hundred  years,  and  a  pub- 
lick  fchool  for  inftrudting  men,  and  fo  famous, 
that  in  France  it  was  thought  4  impoffible  for 
4  men-midwives  to  practice  with  fuccefs,  with- 
4  out  having  been  employed  in  the  lying-in  ward 
4  there’ ;  and  it  was  about  fifty  years  ago  4  called 

*  Many  years  ago  when  midwifery  was  not  fo  well 
underftood  by  the  men,  many  children  were  loft,  fome 
by  the  carelefthefs  or  obftinacy  of  the  women  mid¬ 
wives,  and  it  is  to  be  feared  fome  through  the  igno¬ 
rance  of  the  men  ;  but  fince  midwifery  has  been  pub¬ 
licity  and  regularly  taught,  it  is  far  otherwife.—— 


{  6  ) 

c  the  belt  fcliool  in  Europe.9  *  Whence  you 
Jiacl  your  information  you  be  ft  know,  but  fure  I 
am,  it  could  not  be  from  any  perfon  of  reputa¬ 
tion  ;  thefe  muff  be  falfehoods  of  your  own  in¬ 
venting;,  or  you  had  them  from  fome  one  as  ready 
to  affirm  falfehoods  as  yourfelf,  fmce  the  con¬ 
trary  is  eafily  proved  by  the  belt  evidence  to  be 
undeniably  true. 


If  it  is  all  one  who  attends  a  woman  in  labour; 
If  you  readily  agree  to  this  ;  why  fuch  a  pother 
about  Men-midwives  ?  What  moft  perrons  think 
of  your  fears  of  being  cornuted  I  do  not  pretend 
to  fay :  perhaps  when  you  fay  you  have  no  fears 
for  your  wife,  you  may  not  fpeak  truth,  as  you 
fo  roundly  affirm  other  falfehoods,  even  tho5  fhe 
had  determined  to  be,  and  had  been  attended  by  a 
woman. 


In  page  6  you  fay,  though  nine  women  in  ten 
agree  that  Men-midwives  are  beft  ;  yet  not  one 
in  nineteen  is  capable  of  forming  a  proper  judg¬ 
ment  of  that  matter.  Was  ever  ib  ftrang-e  an  af- 
fertion  !  Sure  all  women  are  not  wanton  as  you 
would  infmuate,  fure  it  rnuft  be  truth,  that  fame 
■of  them  are  capable  of  judging  for  themfelves, 
whether  they  receive  better  treatment  *  from  men 
or  women  midwives. 


# 


See  Mauriceau’s  D'fen.fes  of  Worn,  with  Child,  p.  38. 
— Smeliie's  Introd.  VoL  I.  p..  55.--- jPref.  to  Lamotte’s  Mid- 
wif.  p.  4. 


Till 


.Till  your  pamphlet  made  its  appearance,  I  be¬ 
lieve  no  one  ever  heard  that  a  man-midwife  was 
at  all  times  to  be  admitted  without  ceremony  to 
his  patient ;  and  I  readily  agree  that  if  he  were., 
and  fuch  treatment  as  you  talk  of  was  to  follow* 
it  miirht  o-ive  pain  to  a  man  who  has  caufe  to  fuf- 
pact  his  wife’s  virtue. 

If  there  ever  was  fo  great  a  villain,  as  the  man 
who  you  fay  adminiftered  the  medicines  men¬ 
tion’d  '  page  7,  you  fhouid  have  publifhed  his 
name,  as  the  molt  infamous  of  mankind. 

It  cannot  but  afford  the  higheft  fatisfadHon  to 
the  men-midwives,  to  find  that  you  who  are  their 
profefied  enemy,  and  who  have  ranfack’d  every 
place  for  calumny  and  hander,  can  charge  but 
one  of  them  with  making  an  ill  ufe  of  the  confi¬ 
dence  repofed  in  him,  and  that  a  perfon  of  fo 
much  reputation  as  your  felf,  allows  that  feme 
of  them  are  firicHy  chafte,  and  confult  only  their 
patients  welfare.  I  am  perfwaded  there  is  no 
profeilion  in  which'  fo  many  men  are  engaged* 
but  you  will  find  one  bad  one  among  them,  even 
of  your  profeilion,  whatever  it  is,  you  know  one 
very  bad  man*  "CD  . 

In  the  fame  page  you  Blew  your  ignorance  of 
the  fubjedt  you  write  about,  or  you  aflert  preme- 
ditatedly  a  niofi  injurious  and  notorious  falfehood : 


No  woman  that  1  ever  knew  or  heard  of,  was 
ever  expos’d  to  the  view  of  the  man-midwife* 
even  in  the  moft  difficult  cafe.  You  mult  have 
always  kept  very  bad  company*  or  elfe  you  have 
foon  got  a  very  bad  habit. 

You  fay  Mrs.  Kennon  deliver’d  the  prefent 
King’s  mother,  and  Mrs.  Draper  his  majefty’s 
confort,  and  1  agree  with  you  that  thefe  labours 
were  of  as  great  concern  to  the  parents,  and  the 
public  as  any  can  be  ;  but  is  this  an  argument 
againft  men-midwives  ?  Is  every  female  practi¬ 
tioner,  a  Kennon  or  a  Draper  ? 

I  moft  readily  allow  that  if  women  were  pro¬ 
perly  ioftruCted,  and  not  allowed  to  practice  till 
they  had  acquired  fufficient  knowledge,  there 
would  then  not  be  fo  much  occafion  for  men- 
midwives  ;  becaule  there  are  very  few  cafes  which 
a  woman  could  not  manage  very  well ;  but  as 
matters  ftand  at  prefent,  there  are  very  few  wo- 
men-midwives  fo  qualified,  that  they  are  capable 
of  managing  a  cafe  in  which  there  is  the  leaft  dif- 
ficulty  ;  and  if  you  were  as  well  acquainted  with 
the  ill  confequenc'es  of  their  ignorance  as  I  am, 
you  would  not  hefitate  one  moment  to  declare  they 
fhould  not  attend  even  your  wife.  This  may  to 
you  feem  inveCtive,  but  I  affirm  the  contrary,  and 
I  appeal  to  very  many  women  and  to  many  men 
practitioners  for  the  truth  of  it,  that  many  women 
have  been  ruined,  and  a  great  number  kept  upon 

beds 


feeds  of  extreme  pain  feveral  days  together,  when, 
if  the  operatrix  had  underftood  her  bufinefs,  the 
Patients  might,  and  would  have  been  (with  per- 
izSt  fafety  to  themfelves  and  their  children)  deli¬ 
vered  in  as  many  hours.  V ery  few  women  are  to 
be  delivered  by  ftrength,  but  by  art  where  nature 
fails,  and  would  you  and  other  gentlemen  be  at 
the  neceffary  expences  of  inftru&ing  women- 
midwives,  *  I  doubt  not  they  are  capable  of 


•  It  is  well  known,  that  the  women  praditioners  of 
midwifery  are  generally  of  the  lowed;  elafs  and  the 
mod  ignorant  of  the  people,  fuch  as  have  not  had,  and 
Indeed  could  not  afford  themfelves  a  proper  educa¬ 
tion  for  their  profeffion;  fuch  only  as  follow  this  em¬ 
ployment  for  bread;  and  therefore  it  would  be  an, 
excellent  public  charity  to  appoint  proper  perfons  to 
Indrud  women  in  the  practice  of  midwifery  and  pay 
them  for  their  trouble,  and  alfo  to  maintain  the  pupils 
while  they  are  learning  that  bufinefs,  as  then  their 
fellow  creatures  would  be  delivered  from  the  unhappy 
confequences  of  their  ignorance.  A  certificate,  under 
the  hand  and  feal  of  the  Inftru&or,  that  fhe  is  well 
qualified  for  her  office,  ffiould  be  required  of  every  one 
before  fhe  be  allowed  to  pra&ife,  ;  —  and  fhe  fhouM 
not  be  obliged  to  get  a  licence  from  the  Bifhop,  as 
the  cudom  now'  is,  and  which  is  her  only  qualifica¬ 
tion  ;  becaufe  the  officers  of  his  court  are  no  Judges  of 
her  merit,  nor  do  they  pay  any  regard  to  it  ;  for  it  is 
well  known,  that  every  one  who  applies,  is  fure  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  licence,  not  only  in  midwifery,  but  in  phyfic  and 
Surgery,  on  getting  any  certificate  of  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  that  not  long  ago  a  very  ignorant  illiterate 
Farrier  and  pretended  Witch-killer  in  Suffolk  obtained 
a  licence  from  the  Bifhop’s  court  in  Norwich,  to  praclife 
as  a  Surgeon  and  Apothecary.  * 

B  learning* 


(  1°  ) 

learning,  and  that  they  would  be  able  to  per¬ 
form  in  moil  cafes  as  well  as  the  men  ;  but  till 
this  is  done  it  is  not  right  they  fhould  pradtife, 
becaufe  the  fufterings  of  the  fex  on  account  of 
their  ignorance  are  pall  my  defcrlption* 

Befides  the  indecent  liberties  Men-midwives 
take,  you  fay,  c  This  is  not  all,  the  Inftru- 

*  rnents  which  are  conftantly  ufed,  almoft  always 
s  wantonly,  or  for  expedition-fake,  are  injurious 
4  to  the  woman  for  ever  afterwards ;  and  there- 
4  fore  the  Dodtor  in  a  double  fenfe,  ( and  this 
c  alone  is  fufxicient)  is  rendering  the  woman  of 
6  lefs  efleem  to  her  hufband  in  more  fenfes  than 

*  one/  I  am  forry  you  have  lefs  regard  to 
truth  than  you  pretend  to  have  for  the  happinefs 
of  the  Lady.  If  you  do  not  blufh  yourfelf, 
every  one  elfe  who  reads  thefe  falfehoods  blufhes 
for  you.  Surely,  Sir,  you  pay  an  ill  compli¬ 
ment  to  the  Lady’s  iinderftanding  to  fuppofe  fhe 
could  believe  Men-midwives  to  be  fuch  mon- 
fters  in  wickednefs  as  you  have  defcribed  them  ; 
and  unlefs  you  can  produce  better  authority 
than  your  own  to  vouch  for  you,  I  am  afraid 
you  will  be  very  little  credited  by  any  body  elfe. 

I  congratulate  your  wife  on  her  fuccefs,  and 
1  hope  you,  for  once,  fay  true,  when  you  tell 
me,  you  would  not  have  refufed  her  the  aflift- 

ance 


(  II  ) 

mice  of  a  Man-widwife,  if  it  had  been  necefiary 
to  her  prefervation,  though  I  am  afraid  it  would 
have  made  your  head  ach. 

* 

I  believe  no  woman  ever  thought  of  making 
her  huiband  jealous  on  account  of  her  beinp' 
delivered  by  a  Man-midwife ;  and  I  hope  no 
man  befides  yourfelf  fears  his  wife  {hall  be  pol¬ 
luted  by  the  operator,  unlefs  he,  having  the 
Jaundice  himfelf,  thinks  every  other  man  af¬ 
flicted  with  the  fame  diftemper. 

There  are  as  many  ignorant  women-mid wives, 
in  proportion,  in  London ,  as  any  where  elfe  ;  and 
their  obftinacy  in  not  refigning  their  patients 
foon  enough  to  better  judgment,  will  always 
(till  they  are  better  qualified)  make  the  afiiftance 
of  the  men  univerfally  proper. 

I  allow  if  fuch  men  as  you  defcribe  page  12, 
are  to  be  found,  that  they  are  as  you  fay,  ig¬ 
norant  impoftors,  or  worfe  ;  but  I  muft  repeat 
it,  I  never  heard  of  fuch  people. 

In  page  13,  after  having  ufed  an  idle  argu¬ 
ment  in  favour  of  wornen-midwives,  you  again 
write  of  Iron-Inftruments,  which  in  page  9,  you 
had  very  falfely  faid  are  conftantly  ufed  by  men- 
midwives,  almoft  always  wantonly,  or  for  expe¬ 
dition-fake  y  and  tell  the  Lady}  that  even  an  In- 

B  2  ventory 
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ventory  of  them  would  make  her  fliudder  ;  after 
which  you  bafely  infmuate,  that  the  late  DoCtor 
Smellie  advifes  the  frequent,  if  not  conftant  ufe 
of  them,*  and  quote  a  paffage  out  of  the  Doc¬ 
tor's  excellent  work  to  fupport  your  infinuation. 
What  could  induce  you  thus  to  mifreprefent  Dr. 
Smellie  I  do  not  know;  but  that  you  have  done 
it  in  the  vilefl:  manner,  will  appear  to  every  one, 
who  will  pleafe  to  read  what  he  has  wrote  p.  241 
and  242  of  the  very  fame  volume  from  whence 
you  took  your  account.  6  It  is  ( he  fays )  not 

*  to  be  denied,  that  mifchief  has  been  done  by 

*  inftruments  in  the  hands  of  the  unfkilful  and 

*  unwary,  but  I  am  perfwaded  every  judicious 
e  practitioner  will  do  every  thing  for  the  fafety 

*  of  his  patient,  before  he  has  recourfe  to  any 
4  violent  method,  either  with  the  hand  or  in- 
4  ftruments,  though  cafes  will  occur  in  which 
c  gentle  methods  will  abfolutely  fail.  It  is  there- 
‘  fore  neceffary  to  explain  thofe  reinforcements 

*  which  muft  be  ufed  in  dangerous  labours  ; 
6  though  they  ought  by  no  means  to  be  called 

*  in,  except  where  the  life*  of  the  mother,  or 
child,  or  both,  is  evidently  at  ftake ;  and  even 

c  then  managed  with  the  utmoft  caution  :  for 
my  own  part,  I  have  always  avoided  them  as 
c  far  as  I  thought  confiftent  with  the  fafety  of 

*  of  my  patients,  and  ftrongly  inculcated  the 

*  See  Page  9  of  the  Letter. 


<  fame 


(  n  ) 

<  fame  maxims  upon  thofe  who  have  fubmitted 
4  to  my  inftr  unions,’  If  you  have  read  Dodlor 
Smellie  s  performance,  it  is  very  ftrange  you 
ftiould,  fo  foon  as  the  reading  22  or  23  pages, 
forget  the  preceding  quotation,  if  you  have  not, 
you  have  indeed  been  grosfly  impofed  upon* 

In  page  15  you  give  a  very  wicked  meaning 
of  the  DoCtor’s  words,  and  infjnuate  that  women 
often  die  of  the  Cuts,  Bruifes,  and  other  Hurts 
they  receive  from  the  operator,  or  become  loath- 
fome  to  themfelves  and  to  their  Hufbands  ;  the 
falfity  of  which  needs  no  comment. 

« 

Had  you  read  page  246  of  Dr.  Smellie  s  BooiC 
before  you  quoted  247,  you  could  not  fo  foon 
have  forgot  that  he  fays,  6  Doubtlefs  it  is  our 
c  duty  to  fave  both  Mother  and  Child  if  poffibie  ; 

‘  but,  if  that  is  impracticable,  to  pay  our  chief 
«  reo-ard  to  the  Parent :  and  in  all  dubious  cafes* 
*  to  a£I  cautiouily  and  circumlpeCtly  to  the  beft 

4  of  our  judgment  and  fkill.9 

Your  quotation  from  page  255  is  very  unge¬ 
nerous  ;  you  have  omitted  the  particulars  of  the 
cafe  he  is  defcribing,  he  fays,  c  but  if  the  head 
c  is  fmall  and  comes  along  with  a  moderate  force, 
c  the  Child  may  be  delivered  by  this  contrivance, 
c  without  any  bad  confequence  after  which 
follows  your  quotation.  It  is  to  be  obferved 

here^ 


/ 


(  H  ) 

here,  that  Dr.  SmeUie  is  not  in  this  place  fpeak- 
ing  of  Iron  Inftruments,  as  you  would  make  the 
Lady  believe,  but  of  the  ufe  of  the  fillet  in  la- 
borious  cafes. 

\ 
i  • 

I  am  forry  to  fay  it  looks  like  a  premeditated 
defign  to  mifreprefent  the  Doftor,  who  deferved 
whilffc  he  was  living  the  thanks  of  all  the  world, 
and  was  happy  in  the  approbation  of  the  Wife 
and  Good.  In  his  life-time  a  general  outcry 
was  raifed  againft  him,  and  alfo  againft  other 
Gentlemen  of  the  profefiion,  as  if  they  delighted 
in  ufing  inftruments,  and  other  violent  methods 
to  deliver  women ;  and  it  gave  him  great  pain, 
till  he  enquired  and  found  that  the  clamour  came 
only  from  ignorant,  mterefted,  low,  obfcure  and 
illiterate  practitioners,  both  male  and  female, 
who  think  they  find  their  account  in  decrying 
the  practice  of  their  neighbours  ;  and  he  after¬ 
wards  treated  them  as  they  deferved,  by  taking 
no  notice  of  them. 

This  perhaps  would  have  been  the  beft  me¬ 
thod  of  treating  you,  and  this  would  have  been 
taken,  had  you  not  defied  all  the  interefted  men- 
midwives  to  controvert  your  declarations,  and 
told  the  world  you  will  glory  in  their  feoffs 
and  ridicule.  I  hope  no  one  of  them  will  feoff 
at  you,  it  is  wrong  to  treat  fo  refpedtahle  a  per- 

fon 


(  *5  ) 

fon  with  fuch  contempt ;  but  certainly  it  is  right 
to  fet  the  truth  before  you,  to  point  out  where 
you  have  publifhed  falfehood  for  it,  and  vile  ca¬ 
lumny  and  flander  for  juft  fatire,  that  if  you 
have  any  remains  of  fhame,  and  are  capable  of 
repenting  fuch  wickednefs,  you  may  fhew  it  by 
retracing  what  you  know  is  wrong,  and  making 
proper  acknowledgements  to  the  Injured* 


!  FIN  I  S« 
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